Since December of 2002, the editors of JGIM have published a list of the best articles that appeared in JGIM. We continued this tradition last year, the end of the first year for which we were responsible for all of the content of the Journal. We were impressed with the quality and scope of the articles published that year and were energized to continue this tradition. We have heard from many of our readers that they enjoy reading this year-end review as much as we love writing it.
In 2005, the top 20 articles contained 10 Research articles, 6 Reviews, 3 Perspectives, and 1 Medical Education article. In 2006, the distribution is dramatically different: 6 Research papers, 6 Perspectives, 3 Editorials, 2 Reviews, 2 Medical Education articles, and 1 Health Policy paper. Interestingly, although JGIM only published 3 Health Policy papers in 2005 to 2006, one of them (by Karen Davis, President of the Commonwealth Fund) was by far the number one downloaded article. Table 2 shows the top 5 articles in each of the major categories. (There were only 3 Health Policy papers and 2 Reflections published from July 2005 through June 2006.) Three of the top 5 Research articles were published in the VA SOTA supplement on implementation research. The Medical Education articles covered a wide variety of subjects and included 2 from the May special issue. Two of these top 5 Medical Education articles focused on educational reform and included the summary report from the Society of General Internal Medicine's Task Force for Residency Reform. s The top 5 articles on Populations at Risk focused on older adults (2 articles) and patients with HIV/AIDS, language difficulties, and chronic pain. The 5 top Reviews included 3 systematic reviews or meta-analyses, for which JGIM issued a call in December of 2004. 6 Foei of these 5 top Reviews included 2 on methods (use of hand-held devices and statistical tests), 1 on teaching empathy, and 2 on clinical topics (sleep disorders and hip fracture). All 3 of the Health Policy papers focused on the financing and structure of health care, which is not surprising given the current difficulties facing general internists, especially in the United States. All 5 of the top Perspectives focused on communication issues, including 4 papers from the Regenstrief Conference supplement on relationship-centered care. The 2 Reflections were, as usual, personal, empathetic, and poignant, while the 5 top Editorials included 2 from the Regenstrief Conference supplement, 1 from the VA Women's Health supplement, and 1 concerning health care access. We were particularly pleased to see that the article with the second highest number of downloads was an Editorial by 4 JGIMDeputy Editors instructing readers on how to be outstanding reviewers for JGIM. The fact that so many readers want to be good reviewers for the Journal is very encouraging, because (as noted elsewhere in this issue) 7 peer-reviewed journals are only as good as their peer reviewers and the selfless effort they expend on our behalf.
However, article downloads do not tell the whole story. An article with a sexy title or well-written abstract or on a hot topic might be of lower quality than a thoughtful paper covering a less popular topic. We, therefore, asked our Deputy Editors several times during the year to keep their eyes out for unusually interesting, thought-provoking, or otherwise outstanding articles. The articles they chose are shown in Table 3 and interestingly include very few from the Top 20 list in Table 1 . Like our Deputy Editors, this qualitative list of top articles is quite eclectic.
The authors of the articles noted in Tables 1-3 should be proud of the recognition that their work has received. This is good work. We are repeatedly astonished by the high quality of the research in the manuscripts submitted to JGIM. In 2005, JGIM received 1,087 manuscripts (an increase of 16% from 2004); excluding Reflections, Editorials, Book and Media Reviews, and Letters to the Editor, JGIM received 912 "regular" are a poor measure of journal quality, which is why we use the methods described above to identify the best that JGIM has to offer.
We are deeply indebted to the authors who submit manuscripts to us, our Managing Editors {Cindy Byrne and Jenni Clarkson) who handle them, our Deputy Editors who shepherd them through the peer-review process, and our peer reviewers JGIM ]GIM This is a well-done multi-center cohort study documenting the association between students' satisfaction with their inpatient general medicine rotation and later pursuit of a career In general medicine. It is important because so few medical students are pursuing careers in general internal medicine and ideas to reverse this trend are needed.
